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Reply to Office Action Dated August 31, 2010 

Remarks 

Claims 1-43 are pending. 

Claims .1-43 stand .rejected. 

Claims 1-2, 12-13 and 26 are aiiiended. 

Claims i -43 are siibmitted herein for review. 
Isfo new matter has been added> 

In the Office Action, tfee Exatniner lias rejected iiidepeadent claim I under 35 U.S.C. § 
i02(b) as being anticipated by Nolan (U.S. Patent No. 3,500,967); independent claim !2 is 
refected as being anticipated Fujimori (U.S. Patent No. 4,214,649); ami claim 26 is rejected 
under 35 ILS C. § i03(ia) aver Fujitnoriifi view of Nolan. 

Applicants respectfully disagree and submit the .following remarks in respotise. 

The present independent claim 1 is directed to a brake pad for a disc brake tbat can be 
associated with a caliper with thrast means for clamping the brake pad mth friction against a 
brak.i«g band of a brake disc. 

The brake pad has a plate with a central portion provided with a layer of friction material, 
the central portion having an upper edge and an opposed lower edge and also two lateral edges. 

hmtuh an eye capahie qfrecelvmg a pin of the caliper, where the tipper edge and lower edge 
extend substantially along circumferences of a circle imparting an arcuate shape to the central 
portion so that tlie upper edge is substantially convex and the lower edge is substantially 



11 



Ajipiication No. 10.'583.390 
Amendment Dated November 20. 2U10 
Reply to Office Action Dated August 31, 2010 

concave. Themfpport appendagmmtrdispos&lmh'^ianH^^ af theh0igklaffMi<mwedgeo^ ^ 
the brake pad 

Separately, independent claim 12 is also directed to a disc brake wbidi iTicludes a caliper 
that li as at least two sea ts rccei viKg a brake pads with each of the seats having a cen tral space 
bopided by a connecttng meniljer which GOttttects the two lateral walls of the caliper atJd a lower 
edge of the lateral wall opposed to the aforesaid conttecting member, with two lateral 
contaijiment walls. 

Two m^ter spaces exfmd laiemlly from she cemrai space, /Aerg a??^^»^>^ //^ ^£^j? of 
the outer :<ipaces a pin capcihie of engag in g a rmpective eve of fhe brake pad , where both the 
connecting member and the tower edge extend along circumferences of a circle, imparting an 
arcuate shape to the centml space so that an upper edge of the connecting member is 
svibstantially convex and the lower edge is substantiaily concave. The outer spaces are cUspmed 
suhmmmlfy at the height of ike lower edge of the caliper. 

Independein claim 26 includes the features of both the caliper se;ats and the brake pads. 

Such an arrangement provides a brake pati and a caliper for a disc brake having 
characteristics such as to remedy the drawbacks of the known solutions. See paragraph [OOOSJ. 
For example, by having the support appendages near the lower edge of the pad with the 
corresponding pins (in the outer spaces (26a and 26b) on the caliper seats also at the height of the 
lower edge of the caliper, the brake pads are anchored to the caliper near the zmt where the 
caliper is in luiti anchored to die suspension of the vehicle. Since this anchoring region is much 
stiffer than the radially outer regions of the caliper body, the pads are less subject to vibrations 
and noise. 

The cited prior art does not show all of t!ie elaimed features of the claims. 
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For example, regarding claim 1 die Nolan reference does tiot have lateral support 
appendages with eyes for receiving pins on the caliper seat. In the OMce Action, the Examiner 
argued that eiemeni 61 of Nolan is a support appendi^ge with bonding eyes 61, See Office 
Action at pg. 2. However, this element 61 is does not have any openings (or eyes) for receiving 
a pin, The element 60 Is not m opening but is a raided abutment as shown in Figure 4, Fhe only 
openings on tlte plate: are qpening s 74 which are in the middle of the firiction lining 58. 

As such, Nolan does not teach or suggest all of the elements of cUiini I . For example, 
there is no teaching or suggestion in Nolan for two support appendages that extend from the 
lateral edges of the central portioit, each of which bounds an eye capable of receiving a pin of fhe 
caliper with the support appendages are disposed substantially at the height of the lower edge of 
the brake pad- 

Tnnung to independent claim 1 2, the anangeinent of Ftsjimorl does no show a caliper 
seat as claimed. In forming the rejection, the Examiner argues that the Fujimori reference has 
two outer spaces in the seat with a pin (13C) for receiving the brake pad. Office Action at pg. 4. 
However, this assessment is incorrect Element 13C in Fujimori is not a pin on a caliper seat for 
fitting into an eye of a coiresponding brake pad. li is a projection on the brake pad (not the seat 
of the caliper) for holding an anti-vibration spring 26 in place. See col 3, lines 1 4- 19. The 
manner for attaching the brake pad to the caliper seat appears to be related to elements 18a at the 
top sides of the brake pad. 

.-nth Fujinioii dots nut teach oj suggest uM ufshe cicnteiit-> jf clann 12 i oi evample, 
theie IS no teachnig oi suggestion ui Fujimon foi t\\o outer spacer: Oviead Ijit^ialh fufUi the 
central space, there being arranged in each of the outer spaces a pin capable of engaging a 
respective eye of the brake pad, wliere tlie outer spaces are disposed substantially at the height of 
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the lower edge of the caliper. 

In view of the foregoing^ Applicants respeetfiiily re<5uest that the feiec tioo of i«4epetide»t 
claims 1 and 12 be withdrawB. As claims 2-1 1 and 13-15 depend thereltom, these claims should 
be ailovved for at least the saiiie reasons. Regarding claim 26, this claim at least tiie above 
discussed elenieots of claitns 3 and 12 and should be allowed for at least the same reasons as set 
forth above in support of claims 1 and 12. As claitm 27-43 depend therefrom, these claims 
should be allowed for at least the same reasons as claim 26. 

1« view of the foregoing. Applican ts respecttully svibmit that pending claims 1~ 43 are in 
condition for allowance, the earliest possible notice of which is earnestly solicited. If the 
Examiner feels that an interview would facilitate the prosecution of this Application they are 
invited to contact the imdersigned at the number lifted below. 



Dated; November 29, 20 1 0 Respectfully submitted, 

SOFER & HARDUN, L.L.P. 

By: /Robert Haronn/ 

Robert Haroun 

Reg. No 34,345 

3 i 7 Madison Avenue, Suite 910 
New York, NY 10017 
212-697-2800 
Customer # 39600 
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